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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is in response to amendment filed 1 1/1 0/06. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 1 1/10/06 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

3. Claims 1 and 4 have been amended. Claims 1,4 and 6-11 are currently pending. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-19 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejections (see below). In view of the RCE filed with the amended 
claims, this is a non-final action. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
5. Claims 1,4 and 6-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

The following analysis is presented with respect to independent claim 1 as exemplary 
analysis. Other independent claim 4 recites an apparatus (system), which encompass the process 
of method claim 1 . Furthermore, all dependent claims also contain the deficiencies of the 
respective claims 1 and 4. Therefore, the following analysis is applicable to all pending claims. 

Claim 1 is indefinite because it recites process step whose role in the claimed invention is 
not specified. 

The claim recites the step of "identifying vendors whose capabilities do not match with 
the demanded capabilities" then "dividing the request fro proposal into a plurality of sub- 
requests to be responded to identified vendors whose capabilities do not match with the 
demanded capabilities..". These limitations are ambiguous and not consistent with the subject 
matter of the claim because there is no reference to the identified vendors whose capabilities do 
not match with the demanded capabilities in the subsequent claim limitations. 

The claim recites limitations, which appear to be redundant, such redundancy leading to 
ambiguity of the scope of the claim. The claim recites identifying vendors whose capabilities 
match with the demanded capabilities at L 9-1 1 of claim 1 . Subsequently the claim recites 
identifying vendors having vendor capabilities corresponding to the plurality of sub-requests 
(note that the plurality of sub-requests are only to be responded to by the vendors whose 
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capabilities do not match with the demanded capabilities (L 16-20)). Therefore, the identifying 
steps at L 9-13 and those at L 21-25 are overlapping or redundant. 

The claim is indefinite because it recites disjoint set of limitations that do not functionally 
correlate (translating, accessing the database, identifying vendors recites at lines 6-11 not relating 
to the identifying steps at L 21-25 leading to the limitations recited on p. 3 L 26-35). 

Lack of antecedent basis 

Claim 1 recites the limitation of identifying vendors at line 9-11, lines 12-13 and lines at 
line 25 refers to limitation "the identified vendors". Since there are multiple occurrences of the 
"the identified vendors" (L 9, 12, 21), there no definitive reference to this limitation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 

basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1,4 and 6-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Wares 
(US 2001/0044768) (Wares). 

Per claim 1 and 4 Wares teaches a computer implemented method and system for 
formation of dynamic alliances between vendors with complementary capabilities to jointly 
pursue specific market opportunities (see Figure 1 A-B and 2). As per claims 1 and 9-1 1 Wares 
teaches a database storing registered vendor capabilities (see Fig. 1 A Module 14, see description 
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at p. 3 [0039]), receiving a request for proposal from a customer (see [0059] request for 
proposal), translating the request for proposal into demanded capabilities (see [0035] preparing 
initial bid package), dividing the request for proposal into a plurality of sub-request ([0035] "the 
bid package ..identify specific trades and material standards."). 

Wares further discloses dividing the request for proposal into a plurality of requests ([0035] 
"the bid package ..identify specific trades and material standards."), identifying vendors having 
vendor capabilities corresponding to the plurality of sub-requests ..([0039], qualifying firms to 
participate in the bidding process, comparing is inherent since the bidding is specific to a given 
project, which requires certain predefined capabilities), identifying coalitions of vendors which 
collectively meet demanded capabilities (coalitions of vendors are groups of subcontractors, 
suppliers and wholesalers and (building product manufacturers shown in Figure 4, see also 
[0060]), creating a request for proposal tree having coalition alternatives at each level (see Fig. 2 
and [0059] - [0060]), selecting a preferred coalition from the coalition alternates at each level 
..for proposal tree to respond to the request (see [0060]), generating a proposal corresponding to 
the request by aggregating coalitions at all levels in the request for proposal ..in combination 
with plurality of sets vendors to respond to the request for proposal (see [0059], request for 
proposal). 

Claims 6 and 9: establishing ..coalition (refer to para [0052]). 

Claims 7 and 10: the step of selecting selects ..vendors not in the database (refer to para 
[0064] and [0065]). 

Claims 8 and 1 1 : the step of providing common services to members of a coalition (see 

[102]). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAGDISH PATEL whose telephone number is (571) 272-6748. 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, KRAMER JAMES A can be reached on (571)272-6783. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 517-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



The examiner can normally be reached on 





Jagdish N. Patel 
(Primary Examiner, AU 3693) 



3/12/07 



